This paper examines the semantic behavior of the distributivity marker ssik in Korean. We will see that ssik marks an argument that needs to be distributed over, thus is in a sense an antidistributivity marker. I propose an analysis that requires ssik to appear in the scope of a distributivity operator at LF. The analysis implies that event arguments can be distributed over and must be overtly represented. Moreover, plurality markers like ssik indicate that polarity phenomena are more general than is usually assumed. The relevant sentences are given in (1): (1) a. saram twu-myeng-ssik-i kabang sey-kay-lul wunpanha-ess-ta man two-CL-DIST-NOM suitcase three-CL-ACC carry-PAST-DEC lit. 'Two men-DIST carried three suitcases' b. saram twu-myeng-i kabang sey-kay-ssik-ul wunpanha-ess-ta man two-CL-NOM suitcase three-CL-DIST-ACC carry-PAST-DEC lit. 'Two men carried three suitcases-DIST' c. saram twu-myeng-ssik-i kabang sey-kay-ssik-ul wunpanha-ess-ta man two-CL-DIST-NOM suitcase three-CL-DIST-ACC carry-PAST-DEC lit. 'Two men-DIST carried three suitcases-DIST'
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The sentence (1a) can mean (2a,b), (1b) has interpretations (3a,b) and (1c) means (4) As seen here, the distributivity marker ssik causes different interpretations depending on its position in the sentence; the sentence (1a) with ssik in the subject position has three suitcasesdistributive reading(2a) and event-distributive reading(2b), and the sentence (1b) with ssik in the object position has two men-distributive reading(3a) and event-distributive reading(3b), while only the event-distributive reading is available for (1c) which includes ssik in both subject and object positions.
To account for the properties of the ssik-construction and derive the interpretations compositionally, I propose an analysis assuming the following:
I.
Distributive Polarity Item Ssik: Ssik must be within the scope of the D(istributivity)-operator at LF.
II.
Q(uantifier) R(aising) creates an argument for the D-operator. III.
An event argument is present in the LF of ssik-construction.
Given that an argument containing ssik always takes lower scope than the other argument not containing ssik in the same sentence, as seen in the interpretations in (2)-(4), I propose ssik as a distributive polarity item (DPI) which must remain within the scope of the D(istributivity)-operator (Link 1983) , in a parallel way to a negative polarity item which has to be within the scope of a negator. While an argument containing ssik must remain within the scope of the Doperator at LF, an argument not containing ssik can undergo QR for the D-operator and therefore be distributed. I assume that events can be represented as arguments at LF. This is not standardly assumed for an event semantics, but Percus (1998) made the analogous suggestion for situation variables. I suggest that an event argument can undergo QR for the D-operator and be distributed.
With the proposed analysis, the sentence in (1b) has two possible LF representations, given in (6). The basic structure is adopted from Heim and Kratzer(1998) : (6) In (6a), an argument two men, not containing ssik, undergoes QR for the D-operator. In (6b), another argument not containing ssik, an event e, undergoes QR. The LFs result in the interpretations in (7a-b) respectively after intermediate steps:
By this, we can capture the possible interpretations of the sentence (1b). Likewise, we can predict and explain the interpretations of (1a) and (1c); for (1a), there are two possibilities of QR, QR of three suitcases and QR of an event argument, which results in two possible interpretations given in (2); in (1c), since both two men and three suitcases contain ssik, they cannot undergo QR and therefore the only possibility is to QR the event argument, which is why only event-distributive reading is possible for (1c), as seen in (4). The proposed analysis has advantages over Choe (1987) and Gil (1990) in that it can properly explain and predict the possible interpretations of ssik-construction and the interpretive variation depending on the position of ssik. In addition, the paper will show that the proposed analysis can also explain some relevant phenomena of ssik-construction properly, regarding the singular/plural distinction of an argument and the individual-/stage-level distinction (Kratzer 1995) of a predicate. Finally, it will be presented that the analysis of ssik-construction can account for one at a time-construction in Korean. We will see that the proposed analysis can be extended to the general phenomenon of distributivity in Korean and other languages, and allows new insights into the crosslinguistic behavior of distributivity.
